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Art Unit: 2113 

DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an amendment filed on June 28, 2007 for the 
application of Aaron, for an "Automated diagnosis for electronic systems" filed June 30, 
2003. 

Claims 1-25 have been amended. 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 USC § 102. 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is. clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. The following title is 
suggested: Automated Diagnosis for a computer network. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 16, 
lines 12 and 28, page 17, lines 8-9, and page 20, line 1, related applications are listed, 
but no corresponding serial numbers are supplied. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

In view of the amendments, the previous rejection of claims 14-25 under 35 USC 
§101 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Adams 
(U.S. Patent No. 7,058,861). 

As per claim 1 , Adams discloses a method for providing automated diagnosis of 
problems for a computer network (Fig. 1), comprising: 

receiving input regarding a problem with the computer network (col. 5, lines 36- 

42) 

identifying configuration changes made to the computer network that are 
associated with parameters of the problem (col. 5, lines 38-46) 

associating each of the identified configuration changes with a rank based on a 
likelihood that each of the identified configuration changes caused the problem (col. 3, 
lines 64-67 through col. 4, lines 1-4) and (col. 9, lines 11-16) 

and verifying that the ranked configuration changes are related to the problem 
(col. 10, lines 6-20) 

As per claim 2, Adams discloses formulating a list of possible the configuration 
changes based on or ordered in terms of the adjusted rank associated with each of the 
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verified configuration changes and presenting the list to a user (col. 5, lines 36-42) and 
(col. 9, lines 7-10). 

As per claim 3, Adams discloses comparing the determined distance associated 

m 

with each of the verified configuration changes with a configurable distance threshold 
and discarding any of the verified configuration changes associated with the determined 
distance that violates the configurable distance threshold (col. 10, lines 51-56). 

As per claim 4, Adams discloses recording the configuration changes made to 
the computer network (col. 9, lines 1-10) and in response to receiving the input 
regarding the problem, recording the configuration changes associated with the problem 
at an adjusted level of detail (col. 9, lines 62-67 through col. 10, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 5, Adams discloses accumulating and filtering the received input 
associated with the problem until all of the input is received (col. 4, lines 2-9). 

4 

As per claim 6, Adams discloses searching a database having user records, 
vulnerability and reliability data to verify the ranked configuration changes (col. 10, lines 
25-30). 

As per claim 7, Adams discloses determining a distance between each of the 
verified configuration changes and the problem; and adjusting the rank associated with 
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each of the verified configuration changes based on the determined distance between 
each of the verified configuration changes and the problem (col. 9, lines 11-43). 

* 

As per claim 8, Adams discloses a computer-readable medium executable on a 
computer having a program for providing automated diagnosis of problems for a 
computer network (Fig. 1) comprising: 

i 

logic configured to receive input regarding a problem with the computer network 
(col. 5, lines 36-42) 

logic configured to identify configuration changes made to the computer network 
that are associated with parameters of the problem fall within pre established 
parameters (col. 5, lines 38-46) 

logic configured to associate each of the identified configuration changes with a 
rank based on a likelihood that each of the identified configuration changes caused the 
problem (col. 3, lines 64-67 through col. 4, lines 1-4) and (col. 9, lines 11-16) 

and logic configured to verify that the ranked configuration changes are related to 
the problem (col. 10, lines 6-20). 

As per claim 9, Adams discloses logic configured to formulate a list of the 
configuration changes based on the adjusted rank associated with each of the verified 
configuration changes; and logic configured to present the list to a user (col. 5, lines 36- 
42) and (col. 9, lines 7-10). 
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As per claim 10, Adams discloses logic configured to determine a distance 
between each of the verified configuration changes and the problem and logic 
configured to adjust the rank associated with each of the verified configuration changes 
based on the determined distance between each of the verified configuration changes 
and the problem (col. 9, lines 1 1-43). 

As per claim 11, Adams discloses logic configured to record policy or the 
configuration changes made to the computer network (col. 9, lines 1-10) 

and logic configured to record the configuration changes associated with the 
problem at an adjusted level of detail in response to receiving the input regarding the 
problem (col. 9, lines 62-67 through col. 10, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 12, Adams discloses logic configured to accumulate and filter the 
received input associated with the problem until all of the input is received (col. 4, lines 
2-9). 

As per claim 13, Adams discloses logic configured to search a database having 
user records, vulnerability and reliability data to verify the ranked configuration changes 
(col. 10, lines 25-30). 

As per claim 14, Adams discloses a system for providing automated diagnosis of 
problems for a computer network (Fig. 1), comprising: 
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means operative to receive input regarding a problem with the computer network 
(col. 5, lines 36-42) 

means operative to identify configuration changes made to the computer network 
that are associated with parameters of the problem fall within pre established 
parameters (col. 5, lines 38-46) 

means operative to associate each of the identified configuration changes with a 
rank based on a likelihood that each of the identified configuration changes caused the 
problem (col. 3, lines 64-67 through col. 4, lines 1-4) and (col. 9, lines 11-16) 

and means operative to verify that the ranked configuration changes are related 
to the problem (col. 10, lines 6-20). 

As per claim 15, Adams discloses means operative to receive policy or profile 
input from a user's processing device (col. 7, lines 25-28) or policy-management 
systems and to convert the policy or profile input into usable data (col. 10, lines 6-12). 

As per claim 16, Adams discloses means operative to determine a distance 
between each of the verified configuration changes and the problem; and means 
operative to adjust the rank associated with each of the verified configuration changes 
based on the determined distance between each of the verified configuration changes 
and the problem (col. 9, lines 1 1-43). 
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As per claim 17, Adams discloses a database populated with descriptive system 
information and a database structure configured as hierarchical database pages, each 
database page having a page index, data section and selector section, wherein the data 
section is further configured to include reliability or vulnerability information associated 
with an element of the computer network associated with the problem, and wherein the 
selector section is further configured to include links to related database pages (col. 10, 
lines 21-24) and (col. 9, lines 1-10). 

As per claim 18, Adams discloses means operative to accumulate and filter the 
received input regarding the problem with the computer network until all of the input is 
received (col. 4, lines 2-9). 

As per claim 19, Adams discloses wherein any the parameters of the problem 
include at least one of an element of the computer network experiencing the problem, 
an element of the computer network affected by the problem, and a time at which the 
problem was first noted (col. 10, lines 27-37). 

As per claim 20, Adams discloses wherein the parameters of the problem include 
at least one of an element of the computer network experiencing the problem, an 
element of the computer network affected by the problem, and a time at which the 
problem was first noted (col. 10, lines 27-37). 
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As per.claim 21, Adams discloses wherein the parameters of the problem include 
at least one of an element of the computer network experiencing the problem, an 
element of the computer network affected by the problem, and a time at which the 
problem was first noted (col. 10, lines 27-37). 

As per claim 22, Adams discloses means operative to formulate a list of the 
configuration changes based on the adjusted rank associated with each of the verified 
configuration changes; and means operative to present the list to a user (col. 5, lines 
36-42) and (col. 9, lines 7-10). 

As per claim 23, Adams discloses means operative to enable provisioning and 
access to the database and the database structure (col. 9, lines 1-10). 

As per claim 24, Adams discloses wherein the database comprises an element 
descriptive database (EDD) (col. 9, lines 1-10 and 62-67 through col. 10, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 25, Adams discloses wherein the database structure comprises a 
hierarchical vulnerability database (HVD) structure (col. 10, lines 21-24) and (col. 9, 
lines 1-10). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elmira Mehrmanesh whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 5531. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




